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All praise belongs to Allah; and may the salah and salam of Allah descend upon the 
Messenger of Allah. As for what follows... 


Seeking judgment from the taghut and allying and supporting the mushrikin against 
the Muslimin are some of the two severest nullifiers of tawhid that various rulers and 
governments have fallen into. They are also some of the clearest, in terms of textual 
proof and breadth of sayings from ‘ulama, actions of kufr. To keep this short and 
simple, just a few clear statements will be mentioned that were brought up in a 
discussion on Twitter with an individual named Omar Chatila who espouses a 
school of thought in agreement with the Murjiah in relation to iman and its reality - 


and that is not something rare for our time. 
Ruling by the Taghut 


First, in regards to ruling by other than what Allah revealed, Imam ibn Kathir 
(rahimahullah) in his famous tafsir and book entitled al-Bidayah wan-Nthayah has 


statements within each relating the kufr of whoever leaves the ruling of Allah and 

seeks judgment from other than it from the taghut — one relating the ijma of the 

Muslims on this fact. He (rahimahullah) states in his tafsir commenting upon ayah 

no. 50 in surah al-Maidah: 
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“He (ta‘ala) rebukes whoever departs from the ruling of Allah, the Wise Arbitrator, 
which includes every type of good and prohibits every type of evil and refers instead 
to the opinion, whims, and traditions that people institute themselves, all of which 
have no basis in the law of Allah, as the people of jahiliyyah used to do by judging in 
accordance to their misguidance and ignorance that they instituted based upon their 
thoughts and whims. As well the Tatar whose leaders judged in accordance to the 
Yasiq that they took from their king Ghenghis Khan. It is a book that contains 
rulings derived from various other laws and contains rulings from the Jews, 
Christians, and some rulings from Islam. However, many of them were derived from 
his own opinion and whims. It later became the followed law among his children, 
putting it before the book of Allah and the Sunnah of His messenger ( 4de at! „la 
ales). Whoever amongst them does that, he is a kafir who is obligatory to fight until 
he returns to the ruling of Allah and His messenger and does not judge except by it, 


whether a little or a lot.” 


In a similar, albeit shorter but crisper, fashion in Al-Bidayah wan-Nihayah the 
shaykh states again that seeking judgment from the taghut is kufr — but this time 
relates the consensus of the Muslims: 
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“Whoever abandons the ruling law revealed upon Muhammad ibn ‘Abdillah, the 
Seal of the Prophets (els 4de čl la) ‚and seeks judgment from other than it from 
the abrogated laws disbelieves; so what of those who seek judgment from the Yasa 
and place it in front of it? Whoever does that disbelieves according to the consensus 


of the Muslimin.” 


Both of these statements from this eminent scholar (rahimahullah) are obviously 
speaking about a particular action — not a belief. “Tark (abandons or leaves)’ is an 
action; ‘tahakum (seeks/seeking judgment)’ is an action; ‘kharaja (left)’ is an action; 
”adala (turns away)’ is an action. And to top it off at the end of both statements the 
shaykh says: ‘man fa’ala thalik (whoever does that)’. Not once does he mention 
anything about a belief. All are lucid in reference to an action. Yet the people of irja 
ignore all of those clear statements and cling on him saying 
‘yugadimunaha/qaddamaha ‘alayhi (and putting it over)’, somehow suggesting this 
is in relation to a belief that nullifies all his references to an action and restricts it to a 
belief. Does the one who leaves (action) the ruling of Allah and seeks judgment 
(action) instead from other than it put the ruling of Allah before it or not? Think. 


= Omar Chatila Y 
@BrOmarChatila 

Replying to @BakrAthari @nezam87898047 and 
@AbuTaymiyyahMJ 

Akhi he is clearly talking about 
*believing* that these man made laws 
are better than what Allah revealed. Yes 
there is ijma’ on that issue. Not that 
anyone who *rules* by other than what 
Allah revealed being a kafir by ijma’. The 
statements of the scholars are many 
about that. 


12:40 AM - Feb 9, 2020 - Twitter for iPhone 


Q YQ Q — 
Omar Chatila @BrOmarChatila > 17h Vv 
Replying to @BakrAthari @nezam87898047 and 
@AbuTaymiyyahMJ 


Yes Alhamdulillah, the words “qaddamaha alayh” 
shows what he meant by it. That it was preferred over 
or believed to be better. 


Omar Chatila interpreting the statement of ibn Kathir to fall in-line with the principles those 
who agree with the school of thought of the Murjiah innovated. 


But with any proof and/or statement that is explicit vis-a-vis the kufr of ruling by 
other than what Allah revealed, Omar Chatila will interpret it away from its 
apparent meaning due to a principle he (and others) have innovated using a specific 
statement from a sahabi whose authenticity is disputed (read the saying attributed to 
ibn ‘Abbas: kufr duna kufr), generalizing it to encompass every kafir who 
deliberately turns away from the ruling of Allah and seeks the ruling of the taghut 
instead, intentionally. And this is essentially what he rebuked another person for 


doing. 


= Omar Chatila @BrOmarChatila - Feb 8 “A 
You take a general statement from a companion, 
without knowing its authenticity, and then you base a 
major ruling in the deen on it without looking at what 
the Quran and authentic sunnah actually say. If you 
don't know, learn before you speak akhi. 


Omar Chatila criticizing others for a thing he is guilty of. (The statement was of ‘Umar ibn al-Khattab 
found in Sahih al-Bukhari about judging by the apparent). 


Shaykh Nasir al-Fahd Responds 


After he was sent links (both by Shaykh Nasir al-Fahd) clarifying popular 
misconceptions, he pretends to have read them in full — yet makes claims belying 
that. While those who can’t read Arabic may think him truthful! One such example 
was after sending a response by Shaykh Nasir al-Fahd about the difference between 
leaving the ruling of Allah in specific situations and ruling by other than what Allah 


revealed. 


In the beginning Shaykh Nasir al-Fahd relates how this matter became obscure to 
some brothers who view the kufr of the one who rules by other than what Allah 
revealed. He states that in a debate with a neo-Murji (read al-Albani) a brother was 


corned when asked: “What if he judges [by other than what Allah revealed] in one 


matter?...two?” The brother responded by saying he does not disbelieve. Omar 
Chatila must have stopped there. 


Omar Chatila @BrOmarChatila - 5h v 
This part also refutes the other link that you posted 
about how one or two issues are not major kufr: 
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So the same quote you're using negates something 
else you said. 


Omar Chatila attempting ... something (?) 


If he would have refrained from speaking and read, he would have seen Shaykh Nasir 
al-Fahd state “it is crooked and false,” succinctly explaining the issue and the 
difference between the Muslim ruler who is disobedient and the kafir ruler who 
nullifies his tawhid. And that “whoever’s authoritative reference source is the 
Shari‘ah in all of his affairs, however, in one issue, he looks towards the taghut for 
judgment such as ruling upon a thief, for instance, by French law and fornication 
with another law, and similar to that. This individual disbelieves even if he only ruled 
in one matter — because he ruled by the taghut.” (see the fully translated question 
and answer here; and see the PDF Refuting ‘Abdur-Rahman Hasan for details and a 
deeper scrutiny of the claims brought forth by neo-Murjiah). 


Supporting the Mushrikin Against the 
Muslimin 


Next up is the issue of allying with the kuffar and supporting them against the 
Muslimin. Omar Chatila makes an outright absurd claim out of the gate: “allying 


with kuffar again is a major sin which also could rise to the level of major kufr.” 


What does he use to substantiate this claim? The story the people of falsehood 


habitually employ. 
Omar Chatila @BrOmarChatila - 15h ¥ 
Allying with kuffar again is a major sin which also 


could rise to the level of major kufr. But it's not 
automatic. The example of Hatib radiyallahu anhu 
shows this: 

sunnah.com/bukhari/56/286 


Omar Chatila repeating the misconception astray individuals tend to promulgate. 


After he was told Hatib never allied with the kuffar nor supported them against the 
Muslimin and was sent the response to this particular misconception by Shaykh 
Nasir al-Fahd (may Allah protect him and reward him with goodness on our behalf), 
the same account from above plays out; he feigns to have read the excerpt and 
portrays it in a different light. 


Omar Chatila Vv 
@BrOmarChatila 


Replying to @BakrAthari @nezam87898047 and 
@AbuTaymiyyahMJ 


You see akhi, initially you claimed that 
what Hatib did was not allying with the 
kuffar. Now you post a link that says it 
was in fact kufr and he fell into it but he 
was excused! Subhan Allah akhi this 
shows me that you have some confusion 
in these matters. 


Omar Chatila being too quick to respond without reading or comprehending (or both). 


The link sent never said Hatib fell into kufr; Shaykh Nasir al-Fahd states the story of 
Hatib is a proof against people like Omar Chatila as it clearly displays the 
understanding of the Prophet and his companions that supporting the mushrikin 
against the Muslimin with any support is kufr. So much so that such a little incident 
like what Hatib did with a letter, ‘Umar judging by what is apparent, declared takfir 
of him. Did the Prophet (sallallahu ‘alayhi wa sallam) rebuke him? Rather, even 
Hatib knew that supporting the mushrikin was kufr due to what he said in reply 
when questioned! (see what Shaykh Nasir al-Fahd actually said here). 


Thus the argument that supporting the mushrikin is a major sin less than kufr using 
the story of Hatib, is not a serious one. And for those who want to go through the 
multiple ayat and evidences on this clear issue should refer to the above book. But 
since this is intended to be brief, sufficient it is to relate the consensus relayed by 
multiple scholars. Ibn Hazm (rahimahullah) stated in A/-Muhalla (v. 11, p. 138): 
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“Tt is correct that the statement of His (ta’ala): “Whoever allies with them, then he is 
from them,’ is only upon its apparent [meaning] that he is a kafir from the generality 
of kuffar; this is the truth that no two Muslims disagree over.” 


From the contemporaries who relayed this consensus is ‘Abdul-‘Aziz ibn Baz: 
gå bachall Gyo & 53 sl aback g Qyaluall le LSI) alla Ge Gi le pu chale gaai aly 
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“The scholars of Islam have united upon the fact that supporting the kuffar against 


the Muslims and aiding them with any type of assistance is a kafir like them” (see his 
collection of fatawa, v. 1, p. 274; more can be found in Arabic here) 


And Allah knows best; may the salah and salam of Allah descend upon the 
Messenger of Allah. And all praise belongs to Allah, the Lord of creation. 


